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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: "3A" on page 9 of the specification. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 12, 
line 23 of the specification, "31to" should be changed to "31 to". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, and 5-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abdel-Malik et al. ("Abdel-Malik" (U.S. Patent 6,959,235)) and in view of Hogue et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,000,942). 

5. Regarding claim 1 , Abdel-Malik teaches a method comprising: 

A) providing an associated periodic inspection by an associated inspector (Column 7, 
lines 66-67-Column 8, lines 1-33); 

B) providing at least a first inspection report generated in response to the associated 
inspection (Column 7, lines 49-64); 

C) providing a computer operatively communicated to an associated computer network 
(Abdel-Malek, Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1); 

D) operatively storing at least a first portion of the at least a first inspection report on 
the computer (Column 7, lines 49-64), wherein the at least a first portion of the at least a 
first inspection report is viewable over the associated computer network (Abdel-Malek, 
Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1); and 

E) implementing a security means on the computer for use in selectively allowing an 
associated user-entity to view the at least a first portion of at least a first inspection 
report over the associated computer network (Column 4, lines 18-20, Figure 1). 

The examiner notes that instituting "planned inspection dates" (Column 7, line 
67) is analogous to coordinating a "periodic inspection". The examiner further notes 
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that "inspection results" (Column 7, line 56) is analogous to "providing at least a first 
inspection report". The examiner further notes that the "operational parameter 
database 44 is the storage site for the operational data and information items that are 
transmitted" (Column 7, lines 49-51) is analogous to "operatively storing at least a 
first portion of the at least a first inspection report on the computer". The 
examiner further notes that having "access via the Internet to information at the MDSC 
20 may be password protected" (Column 4, lines 18-20) is analogous to "implementing 
a security means on the computer for use in selectively allowing an associated 
user-entity to view the at least a first portion of at least a first inspection report 
over the associated computer network". 

Abdel-Malik does not explicitly teach: 
G) inspection of the associated lifting device 

Hogue, however, teaches "inspection of the associated lifting device" as 
"Force measuring devices such as load cells 56 are placed in series between the riser 
straps and the support lines. These load cells sense force on the straps and provide 
electrical output signals in accordance with such force for processing in the computer" 
(Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32). 
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Regarding claim 5, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 

A) storing at least a first portion of the at least a first inspection report in a database 
(Column 7, lines 49-64); 

B) wherein the database is operatively accessible by the computer (Column 4, lines 12- 
23, lines 33-42, Column 7, lines 49-64, Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 6, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 

A) storing at least a first portion of the at least a first inspection report in a database 
(Column 7, lines 49-64); 

B) wherein the database is operatively stored on the computer (Column 4, lines 12-23, 
lines 33-42, Column 7, lines 49-64, Figure 1). 

The examiner notes that it is common knowledge that a database is stored in a 
computer. 

Regarding claim 7, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 

A) selectively sorting the database (Column 8, lines 34-49, Column 14, lines 16-34, 
Column 18, lines 56-62, Column 30, lines 20-23, Figure 16); 

B) wherein the sorted at least a first portion of the at least a first inspection report is 
selectively viewable over the computer network (Column 8, lines 34-49, Column 14, 
lines 16-34, Column 18, lines 56-62). 
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The examiner notes that it is common knowledge that is one "can browse the 
recommendation selection home page" (Column 30, line 22-23), then the database is 
sorted. 

Regarding claim 8, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 

A) providing a plurality of inspection reports generated in response to a plurality of 
associated inspections (Column 7, lines 49-65, Column 8, lines 34-49, Column 14, lines 
16-34, Column 18, lines 56-62); and 

B) wherein the step of selectively sorting the database, includes: selectively sorting the 
database with respect to the history of the plurality of inspection reports (Column 8, 
lines 34-49, Column 14, lines 16-34, Column 18, lines 56-62); 

C) wherein the sorted at least a first portion of the plurality of inspection reports is 
selectively viewable over the computer network (Column 8, lines 34-49, Column 14, 
lines 16-34, Column 18, lines 56-62). 

The examiner notes that it is common knowledge that "history database 50" 
(Column 8, lines 36-37) contains the entire history of inspections of repairs of a device. 

Regarding claim 9, Abdel-Malik teaches a method comprising: 

A) providing a testing person qualified to operate the associated testing device (Column 
7, lines 66-67-Column 8, lines 1-33); 

B) generating a test report responsive to an output from the associated testing device 
(Column 7, lines 66-67-Column 8, lines 1-33); 
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C) providing a computer operatively communicated to an associated computer network 
(Abdel-Malek, Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1); and 

D) storing at least a first portion of the electronic test report on the computer (Column 7, 
lines 49-64), wherein the at least a first portion of the test report is viewable over the 
associated computer network (Column 4, lines 18-20, Figure 1). 

The examiner notes that a "technician" (Column 8, line 18) is analogous to a 
"testing person qualified to operate the associated testing device". The examiner 
further notes that a "summary inspection report" (Column 8, line 9) is analogous to 
"generating a test report responsive to an output from the associated testing 
device". 

Abdel-Malik does not explicitly teach: 

E) providing an associated lifting strap testing device for testing the lifting capacity of 
the associated lifting strap, the associated testing device including associated software 
for use in processing test data; 

F) performing the lifting capacity test on the associated lifting strap. 

Hogue, however, teaches "providing an associated lifting strap testing 
device for testing the lifting capacity of the associated lifting strap" as "Force 
measuring devices such as load cells 56 are placed in series between the riser straps 
and the support lines" (Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5), "the associated 
testing device including associated software for use in processing test data" as 
"These load cells sense force on the straps and provide electrical output signals in 
accordance with such force for processing in the computer" (Column 3, lines 25-32, 
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Figures 2 and 5)", and "performing the lifting capacity test on the associated lifting 
strap" as "Force measuring devices such as load cells 56 are placed in series between 
the riser straps and the support lines. These load cells sense force on the straps and 
provide electrical output signals in accordance with such force for processing in the 
computer" (Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32) 

Regarding claim 10, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 
A) generating an electronic test report responsive to an output from the associated 
testing device (Column 3, lines 10-14, Column 8, lines 7-12). 

The examiner notes that a "summary inspection report" (Column 8, lines 7-12) is 
analogous to "an electronic test report". 

Regarding claim 11, Abdel-Malik teaches a method comprising: 

A) periodically individually testing devices (Column 7, lines 49-67-Column 8, lines 7- 
12); 

B) generating a testing report responsive to each individual test (Column 7, lines 49- 
64); 
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C) providing a computer operatively communicated to an associated computer network 
(Abdel-Malek, Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1); and 

D) storing the testing reports on the computer (Column 7, lines 49-64), wherein the 
plurality of testing reports are selectively viewable by the user-entity (Abdel-Malek, 
Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1). 

Abdel-Malik does not explicitly teach: 

E) providing a plurality of associated lifting devices for use by an associated user-entity; 

F) a plurality of associated lifting devices for use by an associated user-entity. 

Hogue, however, teaches "providing a plurality of associated lifting devices 
for use by an associated user-entity" and "a plurality of associated lifting devices 
for use by an associated user-entity" as "Force measuring devices such as load cells 
56 are placed in series between the riser straps and the support lines. These load cells 
sense force on the straps and provide electrical output signals in accordance with such 
force for processing in the computer" (Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

The examiner notes that the Figure 2 of Hogue depicts multiple straps 54 that 
are tested. The examiner notes that it is common knowledge that multiple straps are 
analogous to a "plurality of associated lifting devices". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32). 
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Regarding claim 12, Abdel-Malik does not explicitly teach a method comprising: 
A) providing a plurality of associated lifting straps for use by an associated user-entity. 

Hogue, however, teaches "providing a plurality of associated lifting straps 
for use by an associated user-entity" as "Force measuring devices such as load cells 
56 are placed in series between the riser straps and the support lines. These load cells 
sense force on the straps and provide electrical output signals in accordance with such 
force for processing in the computer" (Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

The examiner notes that the Figure 2 of Hogue depicts multiple straps 54 that 
are tested. The examiner notes that it is common knowledge that multiple straps are 
analogous to a "plurality of associated lifting devices". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32). 

Regarding claim 13, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 

A) periodically testing devices (Column 7, lines 49-67-Column 8, lines 7-12). 

Abdel-Malik does not explicitly teach: 

B) testing the current lifting capacity of the plurality of associated lifting devices. 

Hogue, however, teaches "testing the current lifting capacity of the plurality 
of associated lifting devices" as "Force measuring devices such as load cells 56 are 
placed in series between the riser straps and the support lines. These load cells sense 
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force on the straps and provide electrical output signals in accordance with such force 
for processing in the computer" (Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32). 

Regarding claim 14, Abdel-Malik does not explicitly teach a method comprising: 
A) providing an associated lifting capacity testing apparatus having associated software 
that electronically stores testing information responsive to the testing. 

Hogue, however, teaches "providing an associated lifting capacity testing 
apparatus having associated software that electronically stores testing 
information responsive to the testing" as "Force measuring devices such as load 
cells 56 are placed in series between the riser straps and the support lines. These load 
cells sense force on the straps and provide electrical output signals in accordance with 
such force for processing in the computer" (Column 3, lines 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32). 

Regarding claim 15, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 
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A) providing a microprocessor-based computer operatively communicated to the 
internet (Abdel-Malek, Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 16, Abdel-Malik further teaches a method comprising: 
A) sorting the testing reports with respect to the testing date (Column 18, lines 56-62). 

6. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abdel-Malik et al. ("Abdel-Malik" (U.S. Patent 6,959,235)) and in view of Hogue et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,000,942) as applied to claims 1, and 5-16, and further in view of 
Fishfader (U.S. Patent 4,283,942). 

7. Regarding claim 2, Abdel-malik does not explicitly teach a method comprising: 
A) wherein the associated lifting device has an associated lifting strap. 

Hogue, however, teaches "wherein the associated lifting device has an 
associated lifting strap" as "Force measuring devices such as load cells 56 are 
placed in series between the riser straps and the support lines. These load cells sense 
force on the straps and provide electrical output signals in accordance with such force 
for processing in the computer" (Column 3,-llnes 25-32, Figures 2 and 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to measure the load on lifting straps, as 
noted by Hogue (Column 3, lines 25-32). 
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Abdel-Malik and Hogue do not explicitly teach the step of; 
B) an associated lifting chain. 

Fishfader, however, teaches "an associated lifting chain" as "the load 
measuring device of the present invention is used in combination with a chain link and 
may be used to provide for the measurement of the load to which the ends of the link 
are subjected" (Column 1, lines 9-12) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
Hogue's and FishFader's would have allowed Abdel-Malek's to provide a method to 
measure loads on differing lifting devices including chains, as noted by Fishfader 
(Column 1, lines 9-32). 

Regarding claim 3, Abdel-malik further teaches a method comprising: 

A) operatively storing an inventory list of the at least a first portion of the at least a first 
inspection report on the computer (Column 10, lines 7-25); 

B) wherein the inventory list is viewable over the computer network (Abdel-Malek, 
Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 4, Abdel-malik further teaches a method comprising: 
A) operatively storing a summary list of the at least a first portion of the at least a first 
inspection report on the computer (Column 8, lines 7-12); 



Application/Control Number: 10/615,359 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2168 

B) wherein the summary list is viewable over the computer network (Abdel-Malek, 
Column 4, lines 12-23, lines 33-42, Figure 1). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 5,244,388 issued to Pratt on 06 July 1993. The subject matter 
disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 1-16 (e.g., Measuring and reporting load 
capacity for straps and chains). 

U.S. PGPUB 2003/0197094 issued to Preston on 23 October 2003. The subject 
matter disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 1-16 (e.g., Measuring and 
reporting load capacity for straps and chains). 

U.S. Patent 5,644,725 issued to Schmerer on 01 July 1997. The subject matter 
disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 1-16 (e.g., Verifying and managing 
inventory). 

Contact Information 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mahesh Dwivedi whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2731. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 8:20 am -4:40 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached (571) 272-3642. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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